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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the last 
Office action is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action is withdrawn. 

Status of Claims 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

As for claim 1 , it is not clear on the querying step and how it would operate to 
query the record even though if the single record of the relationship information is not 
located in a specified row or column of the database. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
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applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US 
Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0032599 (CHANDLER ET AL). 

As for Claim 1, CHANDLER discloses a computer implemented method for 
managing a relationship with a venture company, comprising the steps of: 

providing venture information from the venture company pertaining to the venture 
company {Page 1, Paragraph [0013], Lines 4-7, wherein this reads over "the application 
would provide a series of interactive tools that are useful for each main user; 
entrepreneurs, investors and corporate alliances, and, professional services and 
academic institution"}; 

entering the venture information into a database having a column-row matrix of 
records, wherein the venture information is entered on a current date {Page 3, 
Paragraph [0055], Lines 12-13, wherein this reads over "the program receives the data 
input an sotres the data in a server database (Fig. 1a)"}; and 

querying a row of the database to provide a single record of relationship 
information pertaining to the venture company even if the single record of relationship 
information is not located in a specified row and column of the database {Page 1 , 
Paragraph [0013], Lines 14-17, wherein this reads over "a profile form that the investor 
completes to use as an electronic search engine that will map and match to potential 
investment opportunities"}. 
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wherein the venture company comprises a new business entity that is seeking a 
relationship with an existing business entity {Page 1, Paragraph [0013], Lines 22-26, 
wherein this reads over "It also includes logic to transform key information from a 
sponsor or advertiser into a pre-scripted format that identifies information pertinent to 
the other users, and logic to profile, map and match needs to capabilities"}. 

As for Claim 2, CHANDLER discloses the method of claim 1, further comprising 
the steps of: 

providing scoring data based on the venture information {Page 3, Paragraph 
[0056], Lines 3-6, wherein this reads over "the data entered on the questionnaire is 
used to give the entrepreneur a score determined by a set of algorithms stored on the 
server or via an on-line interactive human review and scoring process"}; and 

entering the scoring data in the database on the current rate {Page 3, Paragraph 
[0056], Lines 13-16, wherein this reads over "the questionnaire is made available for 
viewing by another user accessing the web-site to further analyze and review the 
score"}. 

As for Claim 3, CHANDLER discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the venture 
information comprises a business plan {Page 1, Paragraph [0013], Lines 7-11, wherein 
this reads over "the entrepreneur may interact with a business planning tool 
questionnaire that automatically populates a pre-scripted narrative form that is available 
to download or access electronically, that also may be subjected to a predetermined 
rating system"}. 
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As for Claim 4, CHANDLER discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the each 
row of the matrix corresponds to a separate venture company {Page 3, Paragraph 
[0056], Lines 13-16, wherein this reads over "the questionnaire is made available for 
viewing by another user accessing the web-site to further analyze and review the 
score"}, and 

wherein each column of the matrix corresponds to a separate time interval {Page 
3, Paragraph [0057], Lines 4-7, wherein this reads over "a high score may place the 
company on a list with other companies that are ready to be matched with capital and a 
low score may place the company on a review and consulting list"}. 

As for Claim 5, CHANDLER discloses the method of claim 1, further comprising 
the steps of: 

duplicating the single record from a first column of the queried row to a second 
column of the queried row {Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 17-20, wherein this reads 
over "This information can be accessed electronically, via the intranet/extranet/internet, 
and downloaded into hard copy from their said isolated private storage space"}; and 

assigning an updated current date to the duplicated record {Page 3, Paragraph 
[0056], Lines 13-16, wherein this reads over "he questionnaire is made available for 
viewing by another user accessing the web-site to further analyze and review the 
score"}. 

As for Claim 6, CHANDLER discloses the method of claim 1, further comprising 
the step of generating reports pertaining to the venture company {Page 3, Paragraph 
[0056], Lines 3-6, wherein this reads over "the data entered on the questionnaire is 
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used to give the entrepreneur a score determined by a set of algorithms stored on the 
server or via an on-line interactive human review and scoring process"}. 

As for Claim 7, CHANDLER discloses the method of claim 1, further comprising 
the step of analyzing a relationship opportunity with the company with the following 
steps: 

identifying the relationship opportunity {Page 3, Paragraph [0055], Lines 12-13, 
wherein this reads over "The program receives the data input and stores the data in a 
server database (FIG. 1a)"}. 

screening the identified opportunity {Page 3, Paragraph [0055], Lines 14-17, 
wherein this reads over "the program retrieves the stored input data and populates a 
table showing the business characteristics (e.g., strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, 
threats) of the company"}; 

evaluating the screened opportunity to determine whether to enter into a 
business relationship with the venture company {Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 3-6, 
wherein this reads over "the data entered on the questionnaire is used to give the 
entrepreneur a score determined by a set of algorithms stored on the server or via an 
on-line interactive human review and scoring process"}; and 

deploying the business relationship if the opportunity was positively evaluated 
{Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 6-10, wherein this reads over "The score may include, 
but is not limited to, the strength of the start-up business with respect to product, 
resources and business opportunity, and may be a numerical value, for example, 
between 1 and 100"}. 
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As for Claim 8, CHANDLER discloses the method of claim 7, wherein the 
screening step comprises the step of determining scoring data based on the information 
and wherein the evaluating step comprises the step of determining whether to enter into 
the business relationship based on the scoring data {Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 
10-13, wherein this reads over "the system is designed to allow for peer review 
recommendations to facilitate input regarding opportunities to enhance the 
entrepreneurial companies business (FIGS. 16, 17)"}. 

As for Claim 9, which has the same limitations as in Claims 1 , 2 and 5, therefore, 
it is rejected for the similar set forth in Claims 1 , 2 and 5. 

As for Claim 10, which has the same limitations as in Claim 2, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 2. 

As for Claim 1 1 , which has the same limitations as in Claim 4, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 4. 

As for Claim 12, which has the same limitations as in Claim 7, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 7. 

As for Claim 13, which has the same limitations as in Claim 8, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 8. 

As for Claim 14, CHANDLER discloses the method for analyzing a relationship 
opportunity with a venture company, comprising the steps of: 

identifying a relationship opportunity with a venture company and obtaining 
information from the venture company about the venture company {Page 1 , Paragraph 
[0013], Lines 4-7, wherein this reads over "the application would provide a series of 
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interactive tools that are useful for each main user; entrepreneurs, investors and 
corporate alliances, and, professional services and academic institution"}. 

logging an identification status in a database {Page 3, Paragraph [0055], Lines 6- 
7, wherein this reads over "the program provides the entrepreneur with a unique 
login/password"}; 

calculating scoring data based on the venture information {Page 3, Paragraph 
[0056], Lines 3-6, wherein this reads over "the data entered on the questionnaire is 
used to give the entrepreneur a score determined by a set of algorithms stored on the 
server or via an on-line interactive human review and scoring process"}; 

logging a screening status in the database {Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 10- 
13, wherein this reads over "the system is designed to allow for peer review 
recommendations to facilitate input regarding opportunities to enhance the 
entrepreneurial companies business (FIGS. 16, 17)"}; 

evaluating the scoring data to determine whether to form a business relationship 
with the venture company {Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 6-10, wherein this reads 
over "The score may include, but is not limited to, the strength of the start-up business 
with respect to product, resources and business opportunity, and may be a numerical 
value, for example, between 1 and 100"}; 

logging an evaluation status in the database {Page 3, Paragraph [0055], Lines 
14-17, wherein this reads over "the program retrieves the stored input data and 
populates a table showing the business characteristics (e.g., strengths, weaknesses, 
opportunities, threats) of the company"}; and 
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deploying the business relationship if the scoring data was positively evaluated 
{Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 13-16, wherein this reads over "he questionnaire is 
made available for viewing by another user accessing the web-site to further analyze 
and review the score"}. 

wherein the venture company comprises a new business entity that is seeking a 
relationship with an existing business entity {Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 10-13, 
wherein this reads over "the system is designed to allow for peer review 
recommendations to facilitate input regarding opportunities to enhance the 
entrepreneurial companies business (FIGS. 16, 17)"}. 

As for Claim 15, CHANDLER discloses a system for managing a relationship with 
a company, comprising: 

a process system for analyzing a relationship opportunity with a venture 
company {Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 3-6, wherein this reads over "the data 
entered on the questionnaire is used to give the entrepreneur a score determined by a 
set of algorithms stored on the server or via an on-line interactive human review and 
scoring process"}; 

a library system for providing library elements {Page 3, Paragraph [0055], Lines 
14-17, wherein this reads over "the program retrieves the stored input data and 
populates a table showing the business characteristics (e.g., strengths, weaknesses, 
opportunities, threats) of the company"}; and 

a view system for providing a plurality of views of the process, and the elements 
{Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 10-13, wherein this reads over "the system is 
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designed to allow for peer review recommendations to facilitate input regarding 
opportunities to enhance the entrepreneurial companies business (FIGS. 16, 17)"}. 

wherein the venture company comprises a new business entity that is seeking a 
relationship with an existing business entity {Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 6-10, 
wherein this reads over "The score may include, but is not limited to, the strength of the 
start-up business with respect to product, resources and business opportunity, and may 
be a numerical value, for example, between 1 and 100"}. 

As for Claim 16, which has the same limitations as in Claim 12, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 12. 

As for Claim 17, CHANDLER discloses the system of claim 15, wherein the 
library system comprises: 

a reference system for providing reference documentation {Page 1, Paragraph 
[0013], Lines 14-17, wherein this reads over "a profile form that the investor completes 
to use as an electronic search engine that will map and match to potential investment 
opportunities"}; 

a template system for providing templates {Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 13- 
16, wherein this reads over "he questionnaire is made available for viewing by another 
user accessing the web-site to further analyze and review the score"}; and 

a screening tool system for providing venture information about the venture 
company {Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 10-13, wherein this reads over "the system 
is designed to allow for peer review recommendations to facilitate input regarding 
opportunities to enhance the entrepreneurial companies business (FIGS. 16, 17)"}. 
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As for Claim 18, CHANDLER discloses the system of claim 15, further 
comprising a database system for managing relationship information corresponding to 
the process, wherein the database system comprises: 

a database comprising a column-row matrix of records, wherein each row 
correspond to a separate venture company and each column corresponds to a separate 
time interval {Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 13-16, wherein this reads over "the 
questionnaire is made available for viewing by another user accessing the web-site to 
further analyze and review the score"}. 

a row query system for querying a row of the matrix to provide a single record of 
relationship information corresponding to a particular venture company at a 
predetermined time interval even if the single record of relationship information is not 
located in a specified row and column of the database {Page 1, Paragraph [0013], Lines 
14-17, wherein this reads over "a profile form that the investor completes to use as an 
electronic search engine that will map and match to potential investment opportunities"}. 

a duplication system for duplicating a provided single record from a first column 
of a queried row to a second column of the queried row {Page 3, Paragraph [0056], 
Lines 17-20, wherein this reads over "This information can be accessed electronically, 
via the intranet/extranet/internet, and downloaded into hard copy from their said isolated 
private storage space"}; and 

a dating system for assigning an updated current date to a duplicated record 
{Page 3, Paragraph [0056], Lines 13-16, wherein this reads over "he questionnaire is 
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made available for viewing by another user accessing the web-site to further analyze 
and review the score"}. 

As for Claim 19, CHANDLER discloses the system of claim 18, wherein the view 
system further provides a plurality of views of the relationship information {Page 3, 
Paragraph [0056], Lines 10-13, wherein this reads over "the system is designed to allow 
for peer review recommendations to facilitate input regarding opportunities to enhance 
the entrepreneurial companies business (FIGS. 16, 17)"}. 

As for Claim 20, CHANDLER discloses the system of claim 18, wherein the 
relationship information comprises status information {Page 3, Paragraph [0057], Lines 
4-7, wherein this reads over "a high score may place the company on a list with other 
companies that are ready to be matched with capital and a low score may place the 
company on a review and consulting list"}. 

As for Claim 21., which has the same limitations as in Claim 15, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 15. 

As for Claim 22, which has the same limitations as in Claim 16, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 16. 

As for Claim 23, which has the same limitations as in Claim 17, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 17. 

As for Claim 24, which has the same limitations as in Claim 18, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 18. 

As for Claim 25, which has the same limitations as in Claim 19, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 19. 
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As for Claim 26, which has the same limitations as in Claims 2A and 24, 
respectively, therefore, it is rejected for the similar set forth in Claims 21and 24, 
respectively. 

As for Claims 27 and 28, which have the same limitations as in Claim 18, 
therefore, it is rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 18. 

As for Claim 29, which has the same limitations as in Claims 19 and 20, 
respectively, therefore, it is rejected for the similar set forth in Claims 19 and 20, 
respectively. 

As for Claim 30, which has the same limitations as in Claim 24, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 24. 

As for Claim 31, which has the same limitations as in Claims 19 and 20, 
respectively, therefore, it is rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 19 and 20, 
respectively. 

As for Claim 32, which has the same limitations as in Claim 21_, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 21_. 

As for Claim 33, which has the same limitations as in Claim 22, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 22. 

As for Claim 34, which has the same limitations as in Claim 23, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 23. 

As for Claim 35, which has the same limitations as in Claim 24, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar set forth in Claim 24. 
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Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
I. U.S. Patent: 

1) U.S. Patent No. 6,671 ,673 (BASEMAN ET AL) is cited to teach method for 
integrated supply chain and financial management, 

2) U.S. Patent No. 6,067,537 (O'CONNOR ET AL) is cited to teach system, 
method and article of manufacture for a goal based educational system 
with support for dynamic personality feedback, 

3) U.S. Patent No. 5,220,500 (BAIRD ET AL) is cited to teach financial 
management system, and 

4) U.S. Patent No. 5,953,707 (HUANG ET AL) is cited to teach decision 
support system for the management of an agile supply chain. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cang (James) G. Thai whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6499. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30 AM - 3:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on (571) 272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

CGT 

03/07/2006 

ERIC W. STAMBER 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 




